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. — Fathers and Bratkren. 


8 the religion of Chriſt teaches us td regard juſtice 
l truth above the cenſure or eſteem of our fel. 
e make no apology for this Addreſs. 


lic characters are tried and condemned ſor 


e nature of their crimes. | e 


The claim of the London Preachers, and the pro- 
ceedings of the diſtricts, called upon thoſe who were 
attached to the Methodiſts, to conſider attentively the 
tendeney of the publications which occaſioned them, to 
enquire whether Mr Kilham deſerved the cenſure or 
thanks of the Methodiſts? It was the London Letter 
which firſt led us carefully to examine his book, and con- 
ſider it with the utmoſt impartiality we could. 


| Haviog minutely conſidered every page—and perhaps 


every paragraph, (previous to the publications which, 


have appeared in conſequence of the London Letter) we 
enquired into its general defign—and feconely into its 
moſt exceptionable part. We have hitherto buried our 
ſentiments—but from a conviction of duty to him, to 
whom all is due, we now preſent them to you, Erethren, 
and entreat you to remember that the decifiuns of Con- 
ference on this ſubje& are very intereſting. The cir- 
cumſtances in which the Conference is placed, in deerding 
on Mr Kilham's caſe —are of a very peculiar nature. 


Whatever aggrarations may appear in his contuct— 
whatever are the laws of Methodiſm—the bod of the 
Methodiſts—the whole of other religious communities 
the nation at large ney, myriads in America, ant other 
quarters of the globe, connected with the conference, will 
not forget, that Mr Kitham's judges—ore his arcyſers.— 
That the ſubjefts he has brought forward are of a very 
complicated nature that they require much paycnt in- 


lamp an indelible chara&er on a 


velligation—that the decifions reſpecting him vill tend t9 
of men, whoſe office is 
che moſt important in the world. Should impartiality, 
meekns/s of wwifilom—/trid and ſcrupulous attention to truth, 
neal for the priblic gonde—forgiveneſs of injurien appear the 
prominent features of thoſe concerned, it will coutirm that 
attachment which myriads bear to tliem. o 


Should reſentment, bigotry, reſerve, artifice, and pre- 
judiee, be manifelt to the eycs of waiting millions, Afr 
Kilbam has done no injury compared to fuch proccedings. 


Conſidering ourſelves as acting in his fight, bsfore whom 
the creation it as a drop in the bucket, we forget that diſtance 
with which we, in general, look up to the body of men 
we now adgreſs. Conſidering bis preſeace and will, we 
know of no ſcntiment we ought to ſuppreſs that will ſup- 
port his cauſe. | | 


Hence, we ſpeak without reſerve—we rejoice to be 
made low, when it is for the exerciſe of a good conſci- 
ence; and know we need no more firm ſupport than his 
who hath gone without the camp. Should we, therefore, 
bare the appearance of preſumption in this ſtep, our mo- 
tives may be manifeſt to all and, as we have already in- 
timated, that we conceive every individual, attached to the 
Hethodifl Connefion, called upon by the London Letter, — 
attentively to conſider Mr Kiſham's writings, and the 
conſequent ſteps, — we ſubjoin a ſhort extract of the re- 
fle&ions which occured to us at a very early part of the 
bufineſs we ſay 2 ſhort extract, becauſe ſo much has 
been already ſaid, reſpectiug the work in general, that 
it appcars a waſte of time to do more than give a ſketch 
of che principal things which are in queſtion. _ | 


We, therefore, notice firſt its general deſign, viz. © To 
prevail with the Preachers every where to ws on ſuch a 
conſtitution as ſhall unite us and off followers in ſuch 
bonds as can never be broken.” The public will natu- 
rally enquire how far Mr Ritham's book is calculated 
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to anſwer thie end? As the end avowed canner Hd 
cenſured, it will be aſked, is he culpable for ſuppo- 
ſing ſuch a conflitution wanting ? For alledgivs proofs? 
for hinting a plan to effect it? As no one weill ſay he 


2 


) 


OO repreſented facts, as to throw a general ſtigma on the 


ſhould be blamed for any of theſe, it will follow, that 


if he has no facts to alledge in ſupport of his hypo- 


theſis —if he has wilfuly miſrepreſented any thingy he 


ought to be conſidered as an enemy, et only to a 
chou comwunitv, but to truth aud juitice—- IF, 
6 brough miſtoke, he has miſrepreſented any lubject y— 
(and who docs not miſtake?) if undeſignedly, he has 
xormaed the pence, and irjured the character of any, he 
ouzht to be convinced, and apologize. 


Let us review the charges he has made, and the facta 
te alleèges in their ſupport ; let ps examine the remedyꝝ 
*inpoefled, end fe, if in any os cheſe, he has jullly in- 
curred Centre 


Vi brizfy notice the general ſubjefts, and wiſa Mr 
Eihham's pampliict to be, read with this erquiry-—do 
theſe things exiſt among ft the Methodifts ? It they exit, 
re they evils which onght to be remedicd ? 


Vor inſtance, rſt, Did the conference make the degrees 
»!!nded to, page 7. and mentioned p. 14. Are thele ca- 


dlieit or ambiguous ? 


4 


2d. Do ſuch rules 2s thoſe mentioned, p. 1, 16, 
17. exiſt amongeſt us? are they perfectly conhileus with 


kberty of confcivnce ? 


3d. Have Aſſiſtants a power to act in the cnſes men- 
tioned page 22. againk the judgment of the Suciety ? 
Are there no inſtances to be found to juſtiſy the aſſer- 
tions, that bad uſe has been made of ſuch power? 


If thoſe who paſs judgment in this matter can {ay, that 
the Connection are ſlandered by this repreſertation, that 
theſe rules do not exiſt—that they hure never beca 
abuſed—lct the Author of the Progreſs be treated as a 
malicious ſlanderer; if not—he has in this part of the 
work done ro more than faithfully point out the danger 
we are in? In this will it not be diſſicult to prove him an 
enemy either to Preachers or People ? 


les 


If Mr Kilham is not blameable for pointing out diſor— 
Gers Is he for ſuggeſting a remedy? Sure Methodiſts 
never will ſay the meaneſt of Manaſich's tribe are too con- 
tdemptibie to attempt the public good z but is not the 
pian he ſuggeſte dangerous? Exanine it: 


Members admitted and excluded all public characters 
approved and appointed all collections made and ex- 
perded all prudential matters determined ;—not by in- 
dividuws but the general voice. Can his outlines be 
forced to mean more then this? If. ſo—what is there 
here for which a Miuiſter of Chriſt muſt be caſt out? Has 
he ſpoken any thing, on theſe ſubjeQs, contrarv to the 
Bible? Is there any part of this plan condemned by the 
head of the Church? 


Shall he, there fore, he condemned for recommending 
whet he believes a more excellent way? Whatever other 
parts of the publication may imply —ſurely no change 
can be founded on this ;—dSurcly both Preachers ang 
P-ople will take heed to conform to © the law and the 


teſtimony.” * 


But it is objected, that there are very enceptionahle 
parts in this Book —that under the, pretext of pointiug 
out exiting evils and a remedy for them, Mr Kilham has 


body of Preachers, and afperſe the characters of indivi- 
ary ; 
To judge of this let every paſſage be fully examined. —- 


Let the writer have the juſtice due to every criminal 
and what conſtruction can be put on all that he has ſaid ? 


* 4 


Will not impartial men fee, that his general charges 
amaunt io this, t. That in the gaverumeat of ſo large 
a bedy.evils ariſe. 21 That all hath nat yrt been done 
that might to prevent or remove them? 3. That fact. 
exiſt which may be brouglit to prove theſe aſſertions: 
Examine every pape, and ſay on what ſubject theſe re- 
marks are;not applicable 


The facts are recited in juſtice to his cauſe ; if he has 
not ground for them, his guilt bears a proportion to 
lis i teutional mifrepreſentation.—Lf he has ground, as 
v Owe mere to 4 whote Society than a part, Mr Kiltam 
has hewn his Ciſintereſted love to lus fellow creatures—- 
by manifl ing; the Achans in the camp. 


Nar does it appiar thai any of theſe ſuds are fo coioure, 
as lo in an impeachment of the Cenſeremce in gener ai. We: 
know of rene that will not admit the explanation already 
given, if taken in Connection with various paſſages, in 
which he ſpeaks moſt decidedly of the abhorrence hic 
th: Conference looks upon circumſtances they caunot 
prevent, ſec page 13. 34. 43. ibid 49. "on 

After theſe generol remarks it muſt he allow # 
{cveral paſſages are exceptionable, we ſhall mention the 
as they appear to us: Are not his infinuations, — 2h 

bb. * 


roſhecting Mr Fitch, and p. 3. on the circy 
Whitby trivial? The partiality of ps... 
ungenerous? Is there wat too much levityan, thee. + 
pre ſſions, p. 17. + Houſe of Commons, Lords, 79 
53 * 
' Mav net forme think his publiſtiag the conduct of a. 
Prencher, p. 22. inconſiſtert with thoſe prineiples v jus 
tice and merey, which ferbid dur reproaching gardoagec 
Peuitelds? | 


However deſcriptive is not the language too ludicrous, 
p. 33. We obſerve on this and the' charges, p. 43. 
and 24. they are only appliceble to the individuals who 
are guilty, and ſhew the neceſſity of a better play. 


His remarks. on the Preachers fund, p. 53. When 
friped cf their violent language amount to this, 1. That 
ſome may receive from that fubſcription who are impro- 
per objects. 2. It holds forth a motive for ſom: to tra- 
vel longer tha: they ought. 3. That foliciting ſupport 
for it under the pretext of its original defign, when that 
is matcrially altered, is uot acting with uprightnels. 


What part of this can be totally denied? Is nut the, 
moncy paid iy proportion to the years a, Preacher has 
travched? Was this the original deſign? Is it not applied 
for 10 ſupport worn out Preachers in neceflity ? May 
none be induced to travel louger from the hopes of iu- 
ercaſag their annuity? Tuve we no Old Preachers but 
what have been active? Do all that receive want an ad- 
dition of 30 or 4o!. per year to their come? Is there 
nothing to be fail on the necetitics of Young Preachers 
and their familics when difaiiled from their work? If 
thefe things can be totally denied Mr Kilham has flan- 
dered the Connection; but if they exiſt in ever fo ſmall a 
degree, and if he ſuppoſes the preſent mode of conduct- 
ing the ud iuereaſe; them, why ſhould h-: be ecndemacd 


for 


* 
* 


| 
| 


3) 


for blaminz the plan? It is true he has uſed very 8 
and ſarcaſtical expreſſions ;—expreſtons which to us, i! 
become the pen of a Miniſter of Jeſus Chriſt. 


He has not ſufficiently guarded the ſub ebe has 


not noticed the reaſons the Conference had to adopt the 


preſent plan—he has confounded the genetel benefits of. 


the inſtitution with its abuſes. He bes not ſufficiently 
allowed the extreme difficnlty public bodies are under 
in all caſes of this nature 5—herce inferoices tan he 
drawn againſt the deſigus of Conferende whigzy beurer 
intended. e 


But where will be the equity and buran —rwhicre 
the impartiality and tenderneſs of Chillin to cxolnde 
a man for his zeal againſt corruption ;—12d1atting it has 
carried him into intemperate language | 


Our refleQions on page go. ore very fin Her. we think 
them eulpable; not becauſe attempts to ur an undue 
pre-eminence ought to be ungoticed: — bur becauſe, 
1. He has treated diſtinguiſhed eharal-re with unbecorm- 
ing ridicule, for merely attempting what he and ouers 
thought injurious to religion, 2. [fe has Forgotten that 
they had any arguments to alügu for thei condautts 
3- He has betrayed a levity in treating ſacred {::bjeAs, 
Wich, we apprehend is by far the moſt exceptioaa': 
part of his writings ;—but on this we recolleck thetega. d 
o truth and the happiacis of men, apparent in tacir 
neral tendency, calls upon us to hope the levity in- 
ged in fome inſtances, is leſs criminal ia Mr Kijham 
n it wauld be in ourſelves. 


we have thus reviewed the principal ſubjects whic 


*the woſt of theſe obſervations were made on the 
| e the London Letter it accounts for not noticing 
ky eicher M. Eiliay's „ Candid examination,” or © the 


- Th Thoſe who with for a more numerous detail of 


the paſſages which have been objected, may tee them in 
23+ thele pudlications. 


Tf it be aſced on what account is this imperfect etch 
ol thc bulinets printed? we vbierve : 


1. Becauſe when public characters are tried for actions 
which affe&t communities, it becomes the duty of the 
individuals who conſtitute that community to underſtand 
the nature of their crimes. | 


2. As this appeats to comprize a ſair view of the ſub- 
je in itt leading parts, the Preachers in general, who are 
concerned in the deciſion, may ſee in what light it has 
garuek others previ aut ii general of {ervations which have 
been made upon it. | 


2. To bear our uncquivocal teſtimony that whatgver 
may be the opiniou of our Brethren, on a calm review 
of the genere defion; ond moft »x:eftionate parts of the pro- 
gartſo, it is our decided judgment: 1. That the book-con- 
t2ins no jimpeachment of the gencral Jeſigns of Conſe- 
rene. 


2. That r. is neither an open or ſecret 
to the Preac nd People. 


Ph his book is founder on fa, which are the ſame 
en{clogy wb d#ever language is uſed to 4 ribe them 
are, Chat in the government of an immente and 


'y organized community evils exiſt. 


» 13 
That the heade of that Geneve“ ſo far dlameable 
as they want attention to uſe the bell means for removing 
theſe evils if, Fd , 


4. Phat tho 


r Kitham x juſtly de cenſured 
for” che manner ” 4 he has ated ſcvcral things, 
yet, te pou ay © he has written a deteſtable book, 
com ang mot malicious e#prefſons ag ainſt/the body 

feachers—a book replete with malice, pride, and 
&adaciouſneſs;” War that his Wy of aud zcal demand 


the conſidence aud hagks ot * — 


10 are intereſted in 
the ſabjects. | 
— 
Should the Authors of this be enquired for ; they 
i have only to oblergs, Mr Riliam has not the lighteſt 
knowledge of thlgꝰſtep.— They feek. no party—They 


ezard th: trut ey hare groznd/to fay they ſpeak 
ts language ; walande- i 4 


# * 
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